Sociology has largely ignored class differences between American religious groups under the assumption that those differences "are smaller than they used to be and are getting smaller all of the time" (Pyle & Davidson, 2014, p. 195). This article demonstrates that profound class differences remain amongst American religious groups. These differences are as large as-or larger than-commonly examined forms of inequality such as the gender pay gap and the race achievement gap. Using the most popular categorization of American religious groups, we find that regardless of the particular measure examined (years of education, income, socioeconomic index score, and proportion of members with at least a bachelor's degree) Jews and Mainline Protestants are at the top of the socioeconomic ladder and Evangelical Protestants, both black and white, are at the bottom. Furthermore, religious group significantly predicts both years of education and the overall socioeconomic standing of respondents by itself with basic controls. Likewise, both socioeconomic indicators and education significantly predict the likelihood of being in a specific religious tradition on their own with basic controls. Some religious groups, namely Evangelical Protestants at the low end and Jews and the high end, are relatively educationally homogeneous. Others, such as Catholics, Mainline Protestants and the nonreligious are much more educationally heterogeneous. In sum, religious inequality remains in America, it is robust, and it appears to be quite durable.
Introduction
Until very recently, religious inequality has not been a commonly acknowledged nor researched phenomenon. Indeed, especially in regression analyses, researchers typically treat religion and class as independent factors. This article demonstrates that profound class differences remain between American religious groups that are both substantively and statistically significant. These differences are as large or larger than commonly examined forms of inequality, and appear to be just as durable (Tilly, 1999) . We therefore argue that researchers should examine religion in interaction with class, rather than controlling for it, in most analyses. This article examines current differences in both education and socioeconomic indicators for the religious categories typically used by survey researchers (RelTrad), using two of the best datasets available: the General Social Survey (GSS) and the Pew Religious Landscape Survey. We first demonstrate that, regardless of the measure or dataset, powerful class differences remain, with Jews and Mainline Protestants at the top of the socioeconomic ladder and Evangelical Protestants, both black and white, at the bottom.
These differences are as substantial as forms of inequality long acknowledged and studied by sociologists, such as the gender pay gap or the race achievement gap. For example, women today make approximately 80 cents for every dollar that men make (Blau & Kahn, 2006 Graf, Brown, & Patten, 2017; Proctor, Semega, & Kollar, 2016) . In comparison, white Evangelical Protestants make only 73 cents for every dollar made by Mainline Protestants. In terms of education, white Evangelical Protestants have half the proportion of bachelor's degrees as white Mainline Protestants and a quarter of the BAs of white Jews. This is comparable to or larger than many measures of racial inequality, including the percentage of bachelor's degree by race (Kao & Thompson, 2003; Snyder & Dillow, 2015) and estimates of differences in standardized test scores (Fryer & Levitt, 2004; Hedges & Nowell, 1999; Kao & Thompson, 2003) .
To be clear, we are not implying here that the mechanisms behind religious inequality are necessarily the same as gender or racial inequality, which have long been attributed to discrimination (as well as other causes such as gender socialization and the ways in which race and class intersect). Our point here is merely that because these other forms of inequality are accepted as significant, we know more about both their causes and their consequences. In comparison, we know very little about the causes or consequences of religious inequality today. This is the case despite the fact that religious inequality is robust, so much so that both education and socioeconomic indicators significantly predict religious group membership, and religious group membership also significantly predicts both measures of class.
In reporting these findings, we are not trying to make a causal argument. Instead, we simply aim to convince sociologists that religion intersects with inequality in complex ways and that those interactions should be examined in analyses. This argument, and the findings that support it, are a result of our engagement with a growing body of work that employs theories of "complex religion" (Wilde, 2017; Wilde & Glassman, 2016; Wilde & Tevington, 2017) .
Complex Religion and the Current State of Research on Religious Inequality
Theories of complex religion stress that religion is a core social structure that deeply overlaps with inequality in crucial ways (Wilde, 2017; Wilde & Glassman, 2016; Wilde & Tevington, 2017) . This basic insight draws on theories of "complex inequality" which argue that inequality is complex and multidimensional (McCall, 2001) . Researchers in this school urge others to examine inequalities of gender, race, or class as a combination of factors that interact with each other (Choo & Ferree, 2010) . Stressing the "multiple, overlapping, conflicting, and changing structures of inequality" (McCall, 2001, p. 14) , these theorists argue that specific contexts of structural disadvantage lead to different outcomes and experiences. Complex religion extends this argument to religion, urging researchers to consider religion a core social structure that is highly correlated with inequality.
That religion intersects with inequality is neither a new or revolutionary claim. Classical sociologists saw the study of religion and class as core to the sociological enterprise (Baltzell, 1964; Cantril, 1943; Greeley, 1978; Niebhur, 1929; Pope, 1948; Weber, 2003) . Some scholars have examined socioeconomic differences between religious traditions and denominations (Baltzell, 1964; Cantril, 1943; Davidson & Pyle, 2011; Greeley, 1972; Niebhur, 1929; Pope, 1948; Pyle, 2006; Pyle & Davidson, 2012 Schwadel, 2016; Sherkat, 2012; Smith & Faris, 2005) while others have focused on stratification within these traditions (Demerath, 1965; Eagle, 2012; Reimer, 2007; Schwadel, 2009; Yancey & Kim, 2008) . This article examines both types of inequality.
Although once a common topic of classic sociological studies, the connection between socioeconomic inequality and religious traditions has waned until very recently (Keister & Sherkat, 2014) . Perhaps because it went largely uninvestigated for decades, most researchers are under the impression that religious differences "are smaller than they used to be and getting smaller all of the time" (Pyle & Davidson, 2014, p. 195) . However, a growing body of research suggests that, in one way or another, significant class differences remain between American religious groups.
With a few exceptions (notably, Davidson & Pyle, 2011; Pyle & Davidson, 2014; Sherkat, 2012; Shi, Massengill, & Boddie, 2012; Smith & Faris, 2005) , very little contemporary scholarship intentionally examines the full spectrum of religious inequality. In this article, our goal is to establish that religious inequality remains in America, and that it is, perhaps surprisingly, incredibly robust. As we focus on establishing the depth and strength of religious inequality in America today, we are focusing on class, although, of course, religion intersects with aspects of inequality other than class, especially race and gender (Wilde & Danielsen, 2014) . We leave claims about how religion intersects with race or gender for future analyses where they are the focus (although we do include both race and gender in this analysis).
What We Know about the State of Religious Inequality
Although religious inequality has not been explicitly studied by many sociologists, it is possible to piece together some clear patterns and predictions from previous studies. Originally the subject of much early sociological thought (Weber, 2003) , most accept that the differences between Catholics and Mainline Protestants have waned, but this is the case only if one does that not include recent cohorts of Catholic immigrants in the comparison (Keister, 2007) .
By far the most well-documented (although, we would argue, largely ignored in terms of its implications both theoretically and methodologically) aspect of religious inequality today has to do with the lower class-standing of white Evangelical Protestants (Beyerlein, 2004; Darnell & Sherkat, 1997; Fitzgerald & Glass, 2008 Keister, 2008 Keister, , 2012 Lehrer & Chen, 2014; Massengill, 2008; McConkey, 2001; Sherkat, 1991) . Typically, Evangelicals'-also known as Conservative Protestantslower class-standing is examined in comparison to Mainline Protestants, the group that historically made up the "Protestant Establishment" (Baltzell, 1964) , sometimes referred to as the "gatekeepers" of American society (Coe & Davidson, 2014; Davidson & Pyle, 2011) . Recent research demonstrates that Mainline Protestants have retained their class advantages and have been joined by Jews at the top of religious economic ladder (Keister, 2003 (Keister, , 2012 Sherkat, 2012) .
Racial discrimination has also shaped religious inequality in the U.S. Black Protestants, who are generally seen to be theologically closest to Evangelicals (Greeley & Hout, 2006) , are largely even worse off than white Evangelicals. Because having a separate Black Protestant category makes interacting religious group with race problematic and because fully 25% of African Americans are not Black Protestants, we leave any claims about intersections of racial inequality and religion to other research (see Wilde, Pilgrim, & Shen, 2017 )-especially given recent developments about how to better group African American religious groups (Shelton & Cobb, 2017) .
Finally, in terms of the major religious groups covered by RelTrad, we would be remiss to not discuss those with no religion, often referred to as "Nones". Nonreligious Americans now constitute about 20% of the American population (Hout & Fischer, 2014; Massengill, 2014) . Our analyses presented below demonstrate that Nones are as varied in class background as Mainline Protestants and Catholics, a finding that-to the best of our knowledgehas not been commonly observed in the literature.
Causes of Religious Inequality
Like other researchers interested in religion and inequality who explicitly eschew causal claims (Keister & Sherkat, 2014, p. 3), we are not making any causal claims about the differences we find here by employing the complex religion approach. We do not argue that these differences result from people choosing their religious affiliation based on their social class, even though there is some evidence of this (Hout & Wilde, 2004; Schwadel, 2011; Sherkat, 1991; Solt, 2014; Wuthnow, 1988) . We also do not argue that some religious subcultures encourage or discourage wealth accumulation (Keister, 2008 (Keister, , 2011 or class mobility, even though there is some evidence of this (Darnell & Sherkat, 1997; Fitzgerald & Glass, 2008 Glass & Jacobs, 2005; Lehrer, 2004; Scheitle & Smith, 2012; Sherkat, 2010 Sherkat, , 2011 .
While all of these are likely mechanisms behind some of the differences between American religious groups, the relatively large class differences we report here are likely mostly a result of the process of social reproduction (Bourdieu, 1984; Pyle & Davidson, 2014) set in place long ago by variations in immigration and settlement patterns over the course of American history. These immigration patterns have interacted with race, ethnicity, and variations in economic opportunity in different geographic areas in ways that disadvantage some group groups while reproducing the advantage of others (Ellis, 2015; Orsi, 2002) .
For example, at the turn of the twentieth century, many elite Americans were deeply concerned with poor, uneducated Catholic and Jewish immigrants' flooding the shores of the U.S. (Wilde & Danielsen, 2014) . Today, white Catholics have assimilated into the U.S. and achieved middle class white status (Greeley, 1978) . Jews have done even better, surpassing the educational attainment of the most highly educated Mainline Protestants. A key part of both groups' mobility was access to higher education (Keister, 2007) , something that was likely less accessible for religious groups that settled in less urban areas outside of the Northeast, such as Evangelical Protestants (Finke & Stark, 2005) . New, more recent waves of immigrant Catholics continue to change the religious, ethnic, and class landscape. Latino immigrants, who constitute the majority of those of "other" ethnicities in the Catholic category (Pew Research Center, 2015) are much less educated and have less wealth (Keister & Borelli, 2014) .
Not all recent immigrants have low levels of education, however. Because of changes to immigration laws, recent immigrants from other areas of the world (who are mostly of non-Christian faiths) are among the most educated of Americans today (Amin & Sherkat, 2014; Cadge & Ecklund, 2007; Read & Eagle, 2014) . For example, 85% of American Hindus have at least a bachelor's degree or more-more than double the percentage of Mainline Protestants and four times that of Evangelicals (see Table 2 ).
Our main point in this part is that, regardless of the initial causes and subsequent mechanisms associated with it, religious inequality remains. It is large, and if classical sociologists were right in their assessments more than a century ago, it is durable.
Data and Methods
For our analysis, we use both the GSS and the Pew 2014 Religious Landscape Survey. The GSS, conducted regularly since 1972, is a full probability interview study that measures both attitudinal and social characteristics of the U.S. (NORC at the University of Chicago, 2016). With a sample of approximately 1500 respondents per year, it is necessary to pool many years of the GSS together to get a large enough sample for advanced statistical analysis. Although we do this and control for year in an attempt to capture changes in the sample over time , we also replicate all of our analyses with a larger and more contemporary dataset to capture population changes that might not be adequately examined by just controlling for year-the Pew 2014 Religious Landscape Survey.
The 2014 Religious Landscape Survey is a telephone survey of more than 35,0000 respondents across the U.S., which probes on issues of religious identification, social and political attitudes, and demographic measures (Pew Research Center, 2015) . We only present the tables from the GSS in the text but discuss differences between the GSS and Pew data when relevant. The Pew tables are available in the Annex at the end of this article.
We use the religious classification scheme, RelTrad which has been most commonly used by researchers, with nearly 900 publications utilizing this categorization (Stetzer & Burge, 2016) . On the basis of denominational affiliation, RelTrad sorts individuals into one of seven major religious traditions: Jewish, Mainline Protestant, Other religion, Nonaffiliated, Catholic, Evangelical Protestant, and Black Protestant.
While this study is focused on class differences, as we stated above, we do not restrict it to whites, and therefore include controls for gender and race in our models. We also include controls for: year, urban residence, Southern residence, and religious service attendance.
Year is measured by the GSS variable "year". Gender is captured by a dummy variable (using GSS variable "sex"), where female is defined as 1 and male is defined as 0. Urban residence was measured using the GSS variable "res16", which asks respondents what type of place they were living at age 16. We recoded this as a dummy variable, where "1" included categories of "50,0000-250,000", "big city-suburb", and "city greater than 250,000" and 0 included the categories "county, nonfarm", "farm", and "town less than 50,0000". Southern residence is measured using GSS variable ("reg16"), which asks respondents where they were living at age 16. We define it as a dummy variable, where Southern residence is "1" and includes residence in the categories of "South Atlantic", "East South Central", and "West South Central" and "0" for all other areas. Finally, religious service attendance is captured by the GSS variable "attend', which asks respondents how often they attend religious services. We recoded this as a dummy variable, where "1" captured high attenders (once a month or more) and "0" captured low attenders (several times a year or less).
We use four different measures of class in this study. Our first, and simplest measure is of the total number of years of education respondents report (GSS variable "educ"). Our second measure, "percent BA", is an aggregate score that we created of the percentage of members in each religious group with at least a bachelor's degree. Our third measure is the mean household income per capita of members in each religious group (in constant 2,000 U.S. dollars). Our fourth measure (GSS measure "sei10", which we will simply refer to as "SEI" henceforth) is a composite score that incorporates education, income and occupational prestige, thus providing an avenue to examine status as part of social class standing (Campbell & Parker, 1983; Duncan, 1961; Haug, 1977; Hout, Smith, & Marsden, 2016) . Descriptive statistics for all of the variables we use in our models can be found below in Table 1 . 
Methods
The analysis that follows seeks to map the amount and contours of religious inequality today. We begin by examining basic cross-tabulations of a variety of measures of inequality (including income, mean year of schooling, proportion of members with at least a bachelor's degree, as well as examining each group's SEI to get a picture of the overall amount of inequality between groups). We then move to regression, first using Ordinary Least Squares (OLS) regression analyses to predict individual's years of education and SEI via religious group membership. After finding that religion is a robust predictor of Americans' class backgrounds, we then turn to using education and socioeconomic background to predict religious affiliation. Because religion is a nominal variable with more than two categories, we use Multinomial Logistic Regression in our next models, with Mainline Protestants as our reference category. After demonstrating that the relationship between class and religion is robust via these series of regression analyses as well, we then close by examining the amount of heterogeneity within each group. We do so by examining Ginicoefficients for the educational attainment and socioeconomic status of each of our religious groups.
Findings
Our first, most basic, but at the same time perhaps most important findings, are presented on Table 2 , which presents data from the GSS. Notes: (a) Household income per capita in 1,000 dollars, adjusted to 2,000 constant dollars; (b) GSS variable "sei10"; (c) GSS variable "Educ"; (d) using GSS variable "Degree", values are combined for respondents with a bachelor's degree or a graduate degree; (e) GSS category "Congregationalist, 1st Congregationalist"; (f) PCUSA includes "Presbyterian Church in U.S". and "United Presbyterian Church in U.S" categories; (g) ECLA includes "Lutheran Church in America", "American Lutheran", and "Evangelical Lutheran" categories; (h) included only if respondents attended church more than once a month (ATTEND < 4); (i) GSS category "Evangelical; Evangelist"; (j) GSS category "Brethren Church; Brethren"; (k) GSS category "Churches of God (except with Christ and Holiness)"; (l) GSS category "Pentecostal Holiness; Holiness Pentecostal"; (m) GSS category "Holiness; Church of Holiness"; *Included only if race is not black; +Included only if race is black.
Through simple cross-tabulations of individuals by religious tradition, Table 2 demonstrates that profound socioeconomic differences remain between American religious groups.
Whether we examine mean year of schooling, mean income, the percent with BAs, or mean SEI score, the picture remains the same with small variations.
By far the most important differences exist between the two categories of white Protestants on Table 2 . Mainline Protestants have almost twice the percentage of people with BAs as Evangelical Protestants. The other measures tell the same story. With a mean SEI of 51 and an average household income that is nearly one-third larger than Evangelicals, Mainline Protestants are doing very well economically.
Also doing well are those of other religions and no religion, with SEI scores almost equivalent to Mainline Protestants, although those of other faiths have incomes that are much lower-approaching that of Evangelicals. Catholics are generally doing better than Evangelicals, but not as well as the other groups in our analysis. Figure 1 illustrates this overall pattern by the percentage of each group that has a bachelor's degree or more. This simple picture clearly illustrates the major educational differences that remain among American religious groups. Jews remain the most highly educated group by far, while Black Protestants have the lowest proportion of members with bachelor's degrees or more.
In addition, Figure 1 also demonstrates that members of "Other religions" such as Hindus, Buddhists, and Muslims, are generally quite highly educated. This is most likely a result of more recent immigration and an artifact of American immigration laws, which select the highly educated from many areas of the world. Figure 1 also demonstrates the relatively highly educated nature of those who profess no religion, an evergrowing proportion of the population (Hout & Fischer, 2002 Sherkat, 2014) . The percentage of Nones who have a bachelor's degree is almost equal to that of Mainline Protestants. Finally, Figure 1 also demonstrates that Catholics remain less educated than Mainline Protestants, 2 something expected because of recent Latino immigration, but are more educated that white Evangelical Protestants.
Predicting Class by Religion
Cross-tabulations, although useful, do not allow us to examine more complex relationships. Thus, we turn to Table 3, which uses religion to predict years of education and SEI via Ordinary Least Squares regression techniques with standard controls. Table 3 demonstrates that the class and educational differences between religious traditions are both substantively and statistically significant. When compared to Mainline Protestants, every group except Jews and those of other religions is significantly worse off.
First, Model 1 demonstrates the significant educational disadvantage that white Evangelical Protestants experience relative to white Mainline Protestants (our reference category)-with 1.2 fewer years of education predicted. White Evangelical Protestants are the only white group that is predicted to have barely more than one year of education post high school. Model 2 demonstrates that the picture is largely the same for SEI. Predicted probabilities of both models are presented pictorially in Figures 2 and 3 .
The predicted probabilities demonstrate that similar proportions of Mainline Protestants, those of no religion, and those from other religious have about two years of higher education. Evangelicals and Catholics peak a full year earlier. Notes: Standard errors in parentheses; * < .05, ** < .01, *** < .001.
Predicting Religion by Class
As we noted earlier, the point of this article is not to make a causal argument but rather to demonstrate the interrelated nature of class and religion in the U.S. Thus, our next set of analyses switches our dependent and independent variables and use SEI and education to predict religious group membership using Multinomial Logistic Regression. These analyses are presented on Tables 4  and 5 Figures 4 and 5 demonstrate that the probability of being in a particular religious group changes significantly as our indicators of class background rise, whether we use a simple measure of education or the more complex measure of SEI. Of course, these predictions are dependent to some extent on the relative proportion of each group in the GSS (see Table 1 for the relative proportions).
However, the point here is that these religious groups are not evenly distributed across socioeconomic groups.
Individuals with low SEIs (less than a high school education and low occupational prestige and income) are twice as likely to be Evangelical Protestant as Mainline Protestant and four times as likely to be Evangelical than to be Jewish or some other religion. At the other end of the class spectrum, individuals with a high SEI (more than a college degree and a high occupational prestige and income) are 50% more likely to be Mainline Protestant than Evangelical Protestant or Catholic.
Educational Homogeneity
Finally, just as there is more socioeconomic inequality between some groups than others, some groups are more heterogeneous class-wise than others. Notes: Number of observations is 32201. Pseudo R-squared is .2367. Standard errors in parentheses. * < .05, ** < .01, *** < .001. Table 6 presents Gini-coefficients for the educational attainment and socioeconomic status of each of our religious groups. A Gini-coefficient is a measure of inequality in the distribution of a variable. Its value ranges from 0 to 1, where 0 is perfect equality and 1 is perfect inequality (Beckfield, 2006; Firebaugh, 1999) . Both Ginis provide interesting, and somewhat different, perspectives on religious inequality.
Percentage of members with years of educaƟon within religious tradiƟon

Years of educaƟon
The education Gini, which Figure 6 helps to visualize, demonstrates that Jews and Evangelical Protestants are quite distinct educationally, both being more homogeneous than the other groups. The median is represented by the horizontal line cutting through the center of most of the boxes, with the exception of the Evangelical box (for which the median overlaps with the bottom quartile). The dots represent the presence of outliers, or re-Predicted probability Years of educaƟon spondents who are more than 1.5 times the interquartile range in either direction. The first quartile for Jews is higher than the medians for the other religious traditions, which demonstrates that most Jews are highly educated. Among Evangelical Protestants, the first quartile and median are the same (12 years). This means at least 25% of Evangelical Protestants in our sample have 12 years of education, which makes the distribution of years of education for Evangelical Protestants quite dense.
Catholics, Mainline Protestants and the nonreligious are much more educationally heterogeneous, but less so than people of other faiths who are the most widely dispersed educationally. This is the case even though those of other faiths have the second highest years of education on average, suggesting a fairly educationally diverse group.
The picture is the same when socioeconomic heterogeneity is examined in Figure 7 , except that Mainline Protestants emerge as more clearly advantaged socioeconomically with the second highest SEI and a moderate standard deviation, which means most Mainline Protestants are also high SEI. People of other faiths, on average, have the third highest SEI, yet they are the most widely dispersed socioeconomically, again suggesting a wide diversity of socioeconomic backgrounds among this group.
Conclusion
Religious inequality remains strong in the U.S. Originally, the "gatekeepers" of American society (Davidson & Pyle, 2011) , Mainline Protestants remain at the top of the socioeconomic ladder, with almost 40% of them having a bachelor's degree or more on average (see Table 2 ). Even so, the legacy of the different histories and settlement patterns of Mainline Protestant denominations can still be seen. For example, more than 50% of members from groups that would have been considered part of the Protestant establishment (Baltzell, 1964 )-Congregationalist, Episcopalians, Presbyterians, and Quakers-have a bachelor's degree or more. However, some groups in the Mainline Protestant category as operationalized by RelTrad, groups that were arguably not a part of Mainline Protestantism historically, such as the American Baptists in the U.S., have lower percentages of highly educated members. As a result, the educational Gini on Table 6 and Figure 6 demonstrate that Mainline Protestants as operationalized by RelTrad are one of the most educationally heterogeneous groups today. Despite the fact that the Mainline Protestant category is quite heterogenous, however, there are two additional important points to note. Socioeconomically, it appears Mainline Protestants are doing better than more recent immigrants who have been selected for their educational credentials, such as those from other religions. Secondly, they remain educationally and socioeconomically quite distinct from Evangelicals. Evangelical Protestants have only half the proportion of members with bachelor's degrees as Mainline Protestants. Evangelical Protestants' lower educational attainment is also a result of greater educational homogeneity, as illustrated by Figure 6 .
Jews have surpassed even the most educated Mainline Protestants, with 68% of Jews having a bachelor's degree or more (see Table 2 ), a proportion that is surpassed only by the 85% American Hindus with a college degree or more. However, one should not fail to forget that groups such as Unitarian Universalist, who are today not included within Mainline Protestantism because of their "unorthodox" beliefs, were part of the Protestant Establishment. Today, 69% of Unitarian Universalists have a bachelor's degree or more-more than Jews on average.
Those of no religion are also fairly well educated, having 1.5 times the proportion of college degrees as Evangelical Protestants.
The analyses presented in this article also demonstrate that Catholics have indeed entered the middle class (see Table 2 ), with almost 30% of them having bachelor's degrees or more overall. However, this is not the case for all Catholics, as Latino Catholics remain at an educational disadvantage relative to the descendants of earlier Roman Catholic immigrants. This ethnic and historical diversity makes American Catholics one of the most heterogeneous religious groups in the U.S. todaywith a lower median but similar distribution to Mainline Protestants, Nones, and those of other religions.
Finally, Black Protestants remain at the greatest educational and economic disadvantage of all American religious groups, having less than half the proportion of bachelor's degrees as Catholics or those of no religion.
Given the significant differences in the class backgrounds of American religious groups that we have presented here, we argue that researchers should not treat measures of class such as socioeconomic background and education as if they are independent from religion in statistical analyses. Instead we recommend that researchers examine religion in interaction with measures of class in analyses whenever possible. Doing so will allow religion's intersections with other social structures to show through in all its complexity.
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Annex
The Pew data confirms the findings laid out in our paper. Table A1 shows the descriptive statistics for our variables using the Pew 2014 Religious Landscape data. Please note that SEI is not available in the Pew data and is thus not included. , with a few exceptions. Notably, the Pew data breaks out some large religious groups to stand on their own in their classification scheme. In order to maintain consistency across the data, we recoded the Pew RelTrad variable as follows: Mormons, Orthodox Christians, Jehovah's Witness, Other Christians, Muslims, Buddhists, Hindus, and Other World Religions were coded as "Other Faith". The category of "don't know/refused" was dropped from the analysis. Table A2 presents comparable crosstabulations for the religious traditions and mean income and proportion of members with bachelor's degrees using the 2014 Pew Religious Landscape data. The overall picture is the same: Jews and Mainline Protestants have a larger proportion of members with bachelor's degrees and higher mean income compared to Evangelicals and Black Protestants. One notable difference in the Pew data is that those of "Other Religions" have a higher proportion of members with bachelor's degrees than Mainline Protestants, which is reversed in the GSS data. Note: * These counts were generated using the provided weight and were rounded to the nearest integer. Table A3 uses religion to predict years of education via Ordinary Least Squares regression techniques with standard controls using the Pew Religious Landscape data. Compared to Mainline Protestants, Evangelicals, Black Protestants, and Catholics are less educated. As was the case in the GSS data set, Jews are significantly more educated than Mainline Protestants. There is no statistically significant difference found between Mainline Protestants and those of no religion or other religions using the Pew data. Notes: Standard errors in parentheses; * < .05, ** < .01, *** < .001.
Finally, Table A4 demonstrates that religious groups are not evenly distributed across educational groups, using the Pew data set. Again, these predictions are dependent to some extent on the relative proportion of each group in the Pew Religious Landscape data (see Table A1 for the relative proportions). However, the point here is that these religious groups are not evenly distributed across socioeconomic groups. The overall picture displayed here is very similar to that found using the GSS dataset, with some gains and losses of statistical significance. 
